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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 


Appllcant(s) / 


Examiner ^ i 


Group Art Unit 





'-'The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address— 
P ri d for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MQNTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.G. § 133). 

v^tatus 

□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on : 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disp sition of Claims 

^^^^^^aim(s) y/ — / 

Of the above claim(s) 

«^^im(s) P 

□ Claim(s): 



. is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
. is/are allowed. 



□ Claim(s)- 



is/are rejected. 
. is/are objected to. 



□ Claim(s)- 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Pri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received In Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the Intematlonal Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

^Certified copies not received: 

Attachm nt(s) 



□ Infomnation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 
p^otice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 ^' 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Infomial Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 



Office Acti n Summary 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 9-97) 



•U.S. GPO: 1997-433-221/62717 



Part of Paper No. 



# 

*■ 

Application/Control Number: 1 0/0 1 0,243 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2839 

Figs 1, 2, 3 must be labeled. F^^^Or /^r-f^ 

Spec page 3, lines 18, 19 seem incorrect; fig. 4 cover appears much larger than fig 2 
cover. Fig 5, cover 40 should be noted by numeral, should mounting means be shovra in fig. 5? 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the claims 1, 10, 15, attachment or 
mounting structure ^r the cover and claim 2 "same specification^^ature must be shown or the 
"Ifeafi^^eCs^^^^ from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

No specific mounting structure (brackets, etc) for the cover is shown or disclosed. Fig^s 
confusing and cannot be relied upon. 

Applicant is required to submit a proposed drawing correction in reply to this Office 
action. However, formal correction of the noted defect may be deferred until after the examiner 
has considered the proposed drawing correction. Failure to timely submit the proposed drawing 
correction will result in the abandonment of the application. 

Claim 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 



Application/Control Number: 10/010,243 



Page 3 



Art Unit: 2839 

The claims are based on a non-enabling disclosure. Without clear disclosure of the attachment or 
connections means used to mount the cover just how to make and use the invention is uncertain. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over admitted 
prior art in view of Robinson, Spielman, Gevaert, Pritchard, Luu and Thompson. 

Prior Art, Figs. 1, 2, 3 a show an outlet box cover 32 for aircraft seat use. It would have 
been obvious to form such cover with plural connections for electronics in view of Robinson at 



multiple data outlets in view M Gevaert, at 46, col. 7,~linSy5-5^^?v\tchdird, fig. 3, Thompson, fig 



4 and Luu, figs. 4, 5. For claim 15, also obvious to use a cover with an opening for the present 
power port in view of Thompson at 16, 1 8, 66. Speilman added to fiirther show how outlet 
wiring 44 would extend to a power box at 50. Obvious to use such device in prior art assembly. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gavaert 
alone or in view of Pritchard, Luu and Thompson. >^ 



Obvious to use Pritchard seating structure, with plural data outlets^n vehicles of different 
types (bosses, airplanes). Other patents applied as above. 



9, 29. Headphones are read as portable electronic devices. Also, obvious to form the cover with 





Any inquiry conceming this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at telephone 



number (703)308-1729. 



N ABRAMS/pj 
03/13/03 



^-^T urn 322 



